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TITLE OF CASE
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FREDERICK CHUSID and
Company, An Illinois

Corporation,

For plaintiff:
R, Michael Lang

1820 South Lewlis Ave.

Tulsa, Okla. 74104

For defendant:
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idelity Unilon Tower
gllas, Texas 75201

on, Curtis & Cooper
i

NAME OR

STATISTICAL RECORD COSTS DATE RECEIPT NO. REC.
J.S. 5 mailed &-/-C€ Clerk 7-12-H68 Lang 15100
-18-68 ¢/D No.3 15
JS. 6 mailed G- , - £ 7 Marshal
Basis of Action:Fraudulent Docket fee

Contract

Actionaroseat: Tylazs

Witness fees

Depositions




Date Order or

E

DATE PROCEEDINGS Judgment Noted
7-12-68 Complaint, Summons issued. filed. js
8-5-68 Return on service of complaint, filed, Served Frederick Chusid and
Company by serving Mr., Cabein, Atty, in Chicago, Ill. on 7-26-68,
($4.24) as
8-12-68 | Defendant's Motion for A More Definite Statement, filed. js
8-12-68 Defendant's Brief in Support of its Motion for a :afe definite Stat ement,filed,
8-12-68 Defendant's Brief in Support of its Motion To Dismiss for Lack of
Jurisdiction, filed. js
8-12-68 Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction, filed. Js
8-14-68 | Defendant's motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction over th e person
filed. h
8-14-68 Defendant's brief in support of its motion to dismiss for lack of
Jurisdiction over the person. h
9-13-68 | ‘Affidavit, filed, by M. Buford Penn. js
9=13-68 Plaintlff's Brief in Oppositim to Deft. Motion to Dismiss. filed. js
9-13-68 | Plaintiff's Brief in Oppositon to Deft. Motion to Dismiss For Lack
, of Jurisdiction, filed. Js
7-24-69 Case called for hearing on various motions of defendant. Hearing is
stricken and passed. (AEB-J)m '
8-4-69 |Ordered by the court that motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction

is sustained and cause of action is dismissed for lack of jurisdiction,

Futther ordered that the other motions filed by defendant are now mo
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